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E are convinced of the Truth, of 
what Mr. Peirce lays down, in the 
Beginning of his Defence, viz. 
That Men are prone to be partial, 
in the Repreſentation of their own 
Caſe, and that no true Judgment 
is to be formed from the Hearing 
of one Side only; the World there- 

h fore has, as he further obſerves, 
heard what both Sides have faid, and we are as willing 
as Mr. Peirce, to leave it to their Determination where 
the Truth lies. How could Mr. Peirce ſuppoſe that we 

would not write at all, when he in his Ca/e had im- 

puted ſuch heavy Things to us, and challeng'd all the 

World to defend them ? | 

They who will be at the Pains to compare the Caſe, 
and the Account, will, we truſt, be ſenſible, that not 
one thing material hath been paſt over unobſerv'd by us; 
we are very well ſatisfy d, that enough hath been ſaid to 
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vindicate our Conduct, and anſwer his Caſe ; but becauſe 
Mr. Peirce {till inſiſts on it, (ſee his Dejence, his Letter to 
Mr. Eveleigh, and his Anſwer to the Subſcribing Miniſter, 
&c.) that he hath been much abus'd, and that we have 
not ſufficiently clear'd our ſelves from being guilty of 
Injuſtice, in our I reatment of him and Mr, Hallet, we 
ſhall (how needleſs ſoever we reckon it) offer ſome 
things farther in our Vindication. | : 

In anſwer to his Defence, we are eaſy and well pleas'd 
with our Froceeding, ſince the publiſhing that Defence, 
as we wete before it ſaw the Light; and that we have 
Reaſon for ſuch Satisfaction the World will ſee, when 
they have peruſed what we in this Paper ſhall allege 
againſt it. The Method which we ſhall obſerve in our 
Anſwer to Mr. Peirce's Defence ſhall be as follows, viz. 
_ Firſt, We ſhall remind the Reader of, and ſtrengthen 
ſome Matters of Fact that have not been deny'd. Se- 
coudly, Defend theſe Facts which have been call'd in 
Quellion. Thirdly, 125 the Conduct of the Proprietors 
and Committee, and anſwer Mr. Peirce's Objections with 
reſpect to them. Fourthly, Make ſome Remarks on ſe- 
veral obſervable Paſſages in Mr. Peirce's Defence. 

We begin, £irſt, with reminding the Reader of, and 
ſtrengthning ſome Matters of Fact, which have not 
been deny'd, viz. „ 

That when Mr. Peirce was deſir'd to quiet the Minds 
of the Citizens, by aſſerting in the Pulpit the Deity of 
Chriſt, he did the Lord's Day after vouchſafe to mention 
ſome Texts of Scripture which aſſert the Godhead of 
Chriſh, but introduced them with theſe Words, That 
* we need not be ſhy in giving him the Title, which we 
find the Scripture gives him over and over, or in aſſerting 
* that he was God. That in that Sermon he proceeded 
to ſtate the new Notion of the Unity of the Godhead. 
This we charged him with in eur Account, p. 4. as one 
Reaſon of his Ejectment; tho' in his Letter to one of 
the Subſcribing Miniſters, p. 17. he ſays, Twice they 
© defired me to preach upon this Matter; and if I gave 
then, or at any other time, ſuch an Interpretation as 
* they thought contrary to the Senſe of the Holy 
* Ghoſt, why was not this laid to my Charge, and 
made the Ground of my Ejectment? I know of 
nothing of this Nature which my Enemies have fix d 
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upon; and this we ſuppoſe is the Confeſſion of his 
Faith he made from his Fulpit, Def. p. 12. That ſoon 
after among Mr. Peirce's intimate Friends there appeared 
great Warmth for what they call Inferiority, meaning 
by it that Chriſt was a Being different from, and inferior 
to the Father. 696; 

That when Mr. Stegdon was known: to have own'd 
theſe Notions, he had a Certificate from Mr. Hallet and 
Mr. Peirce, &c. upon the Credit of which he was or- 
dain'd in another County, without renouncing his Er- 
rors, in which he was very bold. That when on 
Mr. Atkins's preaching up the Deity of Chriſt, the New 
Party boaſted they were promis'd (by the Miniſters) that 
he ſhou!d preach no more in their Pulpits. Mr. Peirce 
own'd he thought there was ſuch an Agreement, and 
that in the Preſence of two Miniſters. That in the Pre- 
| ſence of the Committee he declar'd openly for the Subor- 
dination of the Son, and ſaid to this Purpoſe, © He could 
© not ſign the Articles of the Church of England, if it 
© was now to be done.” 

That the Aſſembly of Divines in their Catechiſm 
went farther than they were warranted by the Word of 
God; and when Mr. Peirce asked one preſent to name 
one Text where Father mult be taken eſſentially, as com- 
prehending the Three Divine Perſons, that of the x Cor. 
XV. 24. was alleg'd; and it was told Mr. Peirce, that 
either the Divine Nature of Chriſt muſt be here included, 
under the Word Father, or he muſt make ſuch a God 

of Chriſt as after the Day of Judgment, muſt have no 
Rule, Authority, or Power. Mr. Peirce anſwer'd, He 
© could not help it, if the Scripture made him ſo. * 

That he forbad Doxologies to the Father, Son and 
Holy Ghoſt ; and when this was complain'd of to 
Mr. Peirce, what he ofter'd was to this Purpoſe, © That 
© this Doxology was not ſcriptural ;* and we might have 
added his Reply at another Time, © That he did not un- 
© derſtand them.” | 
That he would not give leave to the People to ſing 
thoſe Doxologies, tho' he was told at the Meeting of 
the Committee in November laſt, that his Complying 

with this, together with the Teaching of the Aſſembly's 
Catechiſm, would go a great Way to the Peace of the 
City. He owns in his Defence, p. 9. that he did T's 
thole 
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thoſe Doxologies, and would not comply with this Pro- 
poſal, That he forbore himſelf to give Glory to the 
Holy Ghoſt, as God at all, and tax'd another Mini- 
ſter for doing it. | | | 

That he call'd it an Inſulting him in his Pulpit, when 
an aged Miniſter took occahon to otter ſome Proofs of 
Chrilt's Deity, with great Meekneſs and Modeſty with- 
out the leaſt Reflection on any Man. 

That he refus'd to declare, that the Son of God is 
one God with the Father, as alſo ; | 
His aſſent to the firſt Article of the Church of Eng- 
Jand, or to the fifth and ſixth Anſwers to the Aſſembly's 
Catechiſm, or to the Collective Senſe of the Aſſembly 
in September 1718, That there is but one God, and that 
the Father, Word and Spirit is that one God. 

He refus'd Conferences. | : 
Moſt of theſe Facts he hath inti rely overlook'd, and 
his Remarks on thoſe Few he hath thought fit to ſelect, 
can appear to the World to be nothing but meer Eva- 
ſion; and there is one Fact, which we judge to be of the 
laſt Importance, vx. His not worſhipping and giving Glory 
to the Holy Ghoſt as God at all, he doth in Eitect own, 
Dej. p. 34. when he brings us in charging him, with 
not worſhipping and giving Glory to the Holy Ghoſt as 
God at all, and anſwers, *© I have much Satisfaction in 
© my having herein kept cloſe to the Scripture.“ He owns, 
Def. p. 7. the Subordination of the Son to the Father, 
but he would fan inſinuate that he herein agrees almoſt 
with all Divines; tho?” *tis evident and noturious, that 
the Subordination pleaded for in Exeter, and in a Book 
diſperſed by Mr. Peirce's Friends, and applauded by him- 
ſelf, is a Subordination of diſtinct Beings, which is as 
wide as the Poles from a relative Subordination of the 

Son to the Father in the ſame Being and Godhead. 
There are indeed ſome Facts in our Account which 

Mr. Peirce ſeems to deny, and which we come now in 

the ſecond Flace to confirm. Ew, 

Secondly, Defence, p. 7. he ſays, © Nor has there 
been the leaſt Evidence produc'd that I am either 
in an Errour, or pretended one (unleſs it be that 
© of Subordination.) ? Of the ſeveral Facts before 
mentioned we ſhall only recite theſe here; That, in the 
Sermon preach'd to aflert the Deity of Chriſt, he did 
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proceed to ſtate the new Notion of the Unity of the 
Godhead, which we take to be a very great Error. He 
tax d another Minilter for giving Glory to the Holy 
| Gholt. Defence, p. 8. he ſays, * Mr. Halet remembers 
© not that he ever reported of me, that I propagated 
© theſe Notions, or ſaid downright, all was owing to 
JJ Ke ni, Oc 7 

This Mr. Peirce alleges, Mr. Halet ſaith he doth not 
remember, and which Mr. Yerrce therefsre ſaith he 
doth deny; whereas we think his ſaying he doth not 
remember, it amounts to ny more than his being in 
doubt: Evidence may help Mr. Halets Memory, for 
it's beyond Diſpute, that Mr. Halt declared this, and 
declared it as his own Sentiments, and not as what was 
reported by others. 

The Perſon Mr. Hallet ſpake it to, was the Reverend 
Mr. Fitts of Chad, who makes this Declaration, I bat 
when Mr. Hulet and he  diſcours'd about theſe Arian 
Notions ſpreading in the City, and Mr. Fitts declared 
his Fears of the Conſequence of them; Mr. Halit told 
him. it's all owing to Mr. Peirce, and theſe Words he 
repeated a ſecond Time, and with this remarkable Ad- 
dition, that the Citizens may thank themſelves, for that 
they thought they could never admire him too much, 
nor do enouch for him. | : 

Nor was this the only Time that Mr. Halle: hath de- 
clared this as his Opinion of Mr. Peirce, for applying to 
a Miniſter for his Intereſt, on Behalf of a young Mini- 
iter, that he might be choſen by a neighbouring Con- 
gregation : The Miniſter ask'd Mr. Halter, Whether the 
young Miniſter he recommended was free from theſe 
Notions? He reply'd, A certain great Man, whom I need 
not name (plainly intimating it to be Mr. Peirce) had 
drawn him aſide into ſome odd Notions that Way, but 
I have got him off again, and he is now very free. We 
have good Evidence that Mr. Halt ſpread and applaud- 
ed that infamous Book, The Innocent vindicated. 

That Mr. Hallet did change his Doxology in Prayer 
is known by Multitudes ; for whereas he was wont to 
conclude his Prayer, with aſcribing all Honour and 
Glory to Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, he for a long 
Time left out the World al, and when he had expreſ- 
ſed himſelf as uſual, and aſcribed at Hunour and Glory 
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to Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, he call'd it back in the 
Face of the Congregation, as tho' he had aſcribed too 
much to the Son and the Holy Gholt; and this he 
did once and again; and in ſinging, Mr. Hallet did 
give Directions to the Clerk, to leave out ſuch Doxo- 
Jogies as did moſt fully expreſs the Deity of the Son and 
Holy Ghoſt, of which the Clerk is ready to give Evi- 
dence on Oath, if neceſſary; our Charge on Mr. Hu/let, 
for altering the Form of his Bleſſing, Mr. Peirce does 
not deny, but ſorrily excuſes, for *tis not his not 
uling the Word God in the Benediction in that Article 
the Communion of the Holy Ghoſt, but his leaving it 
out now on the broaching of theſe Errors, after Thirty 
or Forty Years Uſe, that we accuſe him of. 

The Offence Mr. Hallet gave in his Sermons was in 
other and greater Inſtances than what Mr. Ferce men- 
tions, viz, producing ſome of the groſſeſt of the Arian 
Miſinterpretations of Scripture, without offering to con- 
fute them, cenſuring thoſe that made a Stand in Defence 
of the Truth, as if ſome of them, if ſearch'd into, 
would be found to be either Papiſts or Mahomet ans; 
and by a whole Sermon, in which he ſeem'd to have no 
other Aim, but to take off the People from a due Reve- 
rence and Regard to the Concurrence of the Churches 
of God in the common Faith, and from having any Re- 
{pect to the Judgment of their former Paſtors, and from 
the Advice of any Body of Men now, and even taking 
off Children from a due Reverence to Parents Inſtructi- 
ons, and all this on Pretence of ſetting up the Scripture 
as the only Rule of Faith, which none of us ever de- 
ny'd. This and a great deal more gave great Oftence 
not only to us, but was complain'd of from another 
Quarter, as what was thought too exaſperating ; befides, 
his inſinuating the Charge of Perſecution, was as unjuſt 
in Mr. Hallet from the Pulpit, as 'tis in Mr. Peirce from 
the Preſs ; nor can we think what is meant by charging 
us with Perſecution, a Thing fo juſtly odious, but to 
tempt Men to believe we are not to take Care of our 
own Souls, nor command our own Purſes, when Mini- 
ſters in ſuch groſs inſtances negle& their Duty, reſpect- 

ing the Faith and Peace of the City. 5 
As to his Inconſlancy in his Converſation about the 
matters of his own Faith, *tis moſt evident; for with * 
| Perſon 
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Perſon he declares himſelf of the ſame Faith that ever he 
was. To another, I am of the ſame Opinion with you 
© of the Divinity of Chriſt? 

To another he ſaid, © It ſeems to me a Contradiction 
for one to be three, and three to be one. And others 
he gives to underſtand, he hath been of theſe new No- 
tions about twelve Months : To each of theſe and more 
of the like we have undoubted Evidence, both with 
Relation to Perſon and Place. l 

Theſe ſeveral Facts being charged on Mr. Peirce and 
Mr. Hallet, we can't but ſtand amazed to find Mr. 
Peirce in his Defence to ſay, © We defy him to allege and 
© prove a ſingle Inſtance, and he hath not yet done it,” 
and theſe are the Men that ſay, they had not the lealt 
Hand in raiſing this Controverhe, and that both endea- 
vour'd to ſtill it when it made a Noiſe; and now (as 
they boaſted, Def. p. 14.) doth not their Righteouſneſs 
ou as the Light, and their Judgment as the Noon- 

ay? | 
Ad to the Facts charged on Mr. Peirce's Communi- 
cants, only two of them are taken Notice of by him, 
viz, On one it was charged that he ſhould ſay, It's no 
© Sin to ſay Chriſt is but a Creature, and it was charg'd 
on ſeveral others, that they had declared the Holy 
Ghoſt was not God at all. | 

As to the firſt of thefe which was charg'd on one of 
his Communicants, that he ſhould ſay, © *Tisno Sin to ſay 
© Chriſt is but a Creature; Mr. Peirce repreſents it, as if it 

were only ſpoken once; and then in ſuch a manner, as 
- he ſays does not render a Man unfit for Chriſtians to 
joyn in Communion with him. Def. p. 34. | 

But theſe Words were ſpoken not at one Time and 
Place only, but to ſeveral Perſons at ſeveral Times and 
Places; and being charg'd by one for ſaying this, he 
own'd the Charge, and ask'd, what Text there was to 
prove that Chriſt is God? and to a Gentlewoman of 
this City at another Time he ſaid, He could ſnew her 
© two Texts of Scripture to prove Chriſt a Creature that 
© would make her tremble.” How conſiſtent is this with 
the fame Perſon's ſolemn Appeal to God, as advertiſed 
in Briſe's News- Paper publiſhed the 27th of March laſt 
paſt, wherein he profeſſes to abhor and deteſt any Ex- 
pre:fion, that tends to _ from the Honour 5 _ 
| elle 
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bleſſed Redeemer. Now whether. theſe ExpreTons do 
tend to derogate from the Honour of our bleſſed Lord 
or not, we leave the World to judge. | 

Ass to the Certificate in the ſame News- Paper under 
the Hand of Mr. Thomas Skinner, we think it fit to 
let the World know, that Mr. Sinner was not privy to 
the Deſign of printing it, and that had his Wife been 
applied to ( inſtead of him) the could not have given 
the like Certificate; and can Mr. Peirce ſay, That God 
hath not made it a Sin to fay Chriſt is but a Creature, 


or at leaſt, to allow his Communicants to ſuggeſt it, 


when, if he is revealed to be more than a Creature, 
even to be one ſupreme God with the Father, it muſt 
be Blaſphemy to deny it ? and hath not God made 
Blaſphemy a Sin? and is ſuch a one fit for Chriitian 
Communion that make ſuch great Sins to be no Sins? 
The other Fact charg'd on Mr. Peirce's Communi- 
cants, that he takes any Notice of, is that ſeveral of 
them deny'd the Holy Ghoſt to be God at all. This 
Mr. Peirce repreſents, ( Def. p. 34.) as if ir were a 
Charge only againſt one Perſon, and as though .that 
were not true ; whereas the Charge is true, and ready 
to be proved, not againſt one only, but againſt ſeve- 
ral, at leaſt four of his Communicants ; and if it be 
Mr. Peirce's Opinion, as we know it is, that Commu- 
nion ought not to be laid on, what Men believe, but 
only on their Converſations, it will follow, that if never 
ſo many of Mr. Peirce's Communion deny the Deity of 


the Holy Ghoſt, the reſt can have no Remedy, but 
they that own the Deity of the Holy Ghoſt, and thoſe 


that deny it, muſt fit at the ſame Communion. Now 
from what hath been here ſaid we think it will appear, 
that what was laid down as Matter of Fact in our Ac- 
count was exactly true and free from thoſe Miſrepre- 
ſentations with which the World hath been abuſed by 
Mr. Peirce ; we come, 3 | 

Thirdly, To juſtifie the Conduct of the Proprietors and 
the Committee, and anſwer Mr. Peirce's Objections 
with Reſpect to them. | 
Mr. Peirce in Def. p. 5. ſays, © The groſs Charge of e- 
© jecting us is not denied, and Def. p. 16. when he comes 
to conſider the Behaviour of the Proprietors in ſhutting 
the Doors againſt him and Mr, Haller, he charges them 


with 


| 
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with having been guilty of a notorious Act of Injuſtice; 
the Reaſons he founds this Charge upon we apprehend 
are. 
1. That the Houſe was the People's Right, and 

2. That the Proprietors did act herein without the 
Conſent and Concurrence of the People. 8 

To the former we reply, That the Houſe is abſolute- 
ly and intirely the Right of the Proprietors, aud was ne- 
ver intruſted with them by the People. It was contracted 
for at firſt by Mr. Andrew Infor, Mr. William Pol, 
and Mr. John Lavington, who did it at their own Incli- 
nation, and not from any Order, Deſire, or Requeſt of 
the People's, and deſign'd the Houſe fo as it might ea- 
ſily make two Dwellings, in Caſe the Liberty ſhouid not 
have continued; there were indeed ſome other Perſons 
who contributed Five Pounds each, after it was far on 


in building, which Contributions did not amount to one 
half of the Charge. 


And Mr. Lavington dying, the Leaſes were by the Con- 


ſerit of Mr. Jeffery, made to Mr. Poole and Mrs. Laving- 
ton, and after Mr. Poole's Deceaſe, Mrs. Lavington Al- 


ſign'd the ſame to the preſent Proprieters, under the 


ſame Rents ſne was liable to; none of the People ever 


entred into any Articles of Truſt with the Proprietors, 


ſo that the firſt nam'd Proprietors were at the chiet 


Expence, and the Preſent ſtand obliged to pay the high. 
Rent, to Suſtain, Maintain and Repair the Fremiles, and 
at the End of the Term, to Deliver it up to the Land- 


lord in good Repair, and ſhould it have been pull'd down, 
as not long fince was threatned, or any other Accident 


have happen'd to it, as Fire or Tempeſt, the Proprietors 


had not the leaſt Remedy on any of the People for Con- 
tributions towards Repairing it. | x 


And it is to be conlider'd that of all thoſe who, as 
Executors or Adminilirators, repreſent the Contributors 
to the Building, there are but four that are gone oft with © 


Mr. Peirce and Mr. Hallet, whoſe Families have enjoyed 
deats in the ſame for 30 Years paſt, or might have done 
it ſtill, which undoubtedly was all that was deſii d or in- 
tended. * l „%%% POL 

There were but three Families who went off with 
Mr. Peirce and Mr. Hullet, who had purchas'd Sears of 
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the preſent Proprietors, theſe have ſold their Seats again 
to which the Proprietors conſented. 5 
NB. Tho' Mr. Pool is mention'd as one of the Pro- 
prietors, yet was he not at any Expence, the preſent 
Proprietors having refunded his Executors both Principle 
and Intereſt. | 
So that we hope on this State of the Caſe, it will 
appear to the World, that what the Proprietors have 
done in this whole Affair, bath been conſiſtent with the 
ſtricteſt Rules of Juſtice, and that the legal Right is in 
the Proprietors. But ſhould it be granted that the 
Houſe was lodg'd in the Proprietors as a Truſt, yet we 
think it a full Anſwer to what he farther alleges, That 
the Proprietors and Committee had abundant Reaſon to 
conclude, as we declare in our Account pag. 12. that 
they knew and were well aſſured that thoſe that love the 
Truth (the Truth theſe contended for) would be of their 
Mind in the Main, and though acting for themſelves, 
yet were fully perſuaded that the People would concur 
with them herein, and this their Perſwaſion was foun- 
ded on theſe following Reaſons. 

I. Many left Mr. P.—'s and Mr. H. s Communion, 
and withdrew their Attendance from any of their Ad mi- 
niſtrations. Several went off to the Eſtabliſn'd Church, 
and others attended thoſe Miniſters who they were ſa- 
tisfy'd were ſound in the Faith. | | | 

IT. Not only thoſe that abſented themſelves from the 
Places where they officiated, but even ſuch as did not 
follow their Example in this, yet joyn'd with them in 
their Complaints of Uneaſineſs, and it was the Cry of 
Multitudes, When ſhall Things be righted 2 When ſhall 
we have other Miniſters? Many withdrew their Sub- 
ſcriptions, or paid but a ſmall matter to preſerve their 
Right of Voting. T9 ES 

III. That on Friday the 6th of March, before the 
Ejectment, the Committee met and examin'd the Liſt of 
their Subſcribers, and found but 33 that they were ſatis- 
fed would adbere to the Miniſtry of Mr. Haller and 
Mr. Peirce upon a Separation. 

And at another Meeting of the Committee on Mon- 

day the gth of March, before the Miniſters were ejected 
from the Meeting-houſes, they again examin'd their Liſt 
of Subſcribers, and then could make them but 34. The 
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Jufineſs and Exactneſs of their Computation appears, in 
that to this very Day the Subſcribers who withdrew 
with, and adhere to, them do not exceed that Number. 
IV. That the Committee being deſirous of more full 
Satisfaction of the People's concurring with them, ſent 
a Paper to the Payers, wherein the Subſcribing Perſons 


declared their Reſolution to adhere to the Chriſtian 


Faith and Doctrine of the 'Trinity, as deliver'd in the 
5th and 6th Anſwers of the Aſſembly's Catechiſm, and 
Tueſday the 1oth of March, before the Proprietors came 
to a Reſolution to eject them out of the Meeting-houſes, 
there had upwards of 50 of the Payers ſubſcribed it, 


which were as many as they could conveniently apply to 


that Day. 

Theſe ſeveral Occurences were clear Evidences of the 
Peoples conſent to, and Concurrence with them, and 
| farther, to ſhew that they were not miſtaken, they 

have to add, that before the next Lord's Day above one 
Hundred of the Payers had Subſcribed the Paper, decla- 
ring their Reſolution to adhere to the Chriſtian Faith 
and Doctrine of the Trinity as above. | 


That when on JYedneſdaythe 11th of March, Mr. Haller 


and Mr. Peirce, ſent what Mr. Peirce calls (Def. pag. 20.) 
a fair Summons, indifterently to ali the Subſcribers, 
they could not by all their mean Arts and Tricking get 
rogether above thirty one Perſons, (according to In- 
formation from two that were then preſent,) three of 
which were no Subſcribers, and four others as ſoon as 
they heard the Miniſters Complaint, went away and did 
not condemn our Proceedings and approve their Con- 
duct, as Mr. Peirce ſays, they that met them did, nemine 


contradicente ; by this it appears that there were bur a- 


bout twenty four Subſcribers that did cenſure our Pro- 
ceedings or approve their Conduct, of which number 
three have lince left them. : 

But that which gave the Committee and Proprietors 
intire Satisfaction, was the Meeting of at leaſt Eighty 
Eight of the Subſcribers, who well agreed in the Fitneſs 
of the Meaſures that had been taken. ö 

It was at this Meeting the Gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee themſelves, to this purpoſe declar'd, they had 
Hopes of putting an end to theſe Debates in a private 
Way, but were diſappointed, and were now come to lay 
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before the People what they had done; declaring they 
had acted only for themſelves, and not as having any 
Authority over them ; this we think ſufficiently acquits 
the Committee from Mr. Peirce's Charge, Def. P. 18. 
and as to the Order he ſpeaks of in the ſame Page, that 
there ſhould be a Meeting of the Contributors once a 
Year; he hath not made it appear, that this was ever 
agreed to by the Majority, either of the Committee, or 
the Contributors; and this Meeting of Eighty Eight 
Subſcribers, tho' the Majority of all the Payers in the 
City, is what Mr. Peirce P. 20, calls but a Juncto or 
Cabal of Perſons, and ſets in oppoſition. to it, the above 
Meeting which was ſummon'd by Mr. Peirce and Mr. 
Hallet, which he ſtiles not a Few. Surely *tis Evident 
Mr. Peirce's Narrative was not deſign'd ſo much for 
Exeter, as to impoſe on thoſe that know nothing of our 


Affairs, and may ſatisfy the World what little Reaſon he 


hath to boaſt of his Veracity and Honour. We ſub- 
mit it alſo to the Judgment of impartial Perſons, whe- 
ther after having had this general Concurrence, there 
was any Neceſſity of a publick Vote, it being agreed 
on both Sides, no one would have been determin'd by it, 


and the only Uſe of that would have been to know the 


Mind of the People, which hath been as effectually 
done by the Method taken, and much Clamour and 
Contention thereby prevented; beſides on Mr. Peirce's 
own Argument, if the Proprietors have done wrong, 


it is to the Majority; but what pretence can there be for 


ſuch a Complaint, when there is but about 34 out of 
about 170, that complain'd of the leaſt Injury? 
Mr. Peirce in his Defence pag. 25. comes to conſider 


the Gentlemens Paper incerted in the Account relating 


to the Conference. This Paper contains four Articles, 
againſt each of which he hath ſomewhat to object, 
notwithſtanding which the Truth of the Certificate is 
very evident; for, whatever he ſaith to the firſt Article 
to perſwade the World that the three Things therein 


mention'd, which he took no notice of in his Caſe, 


were not propoſed to the Miniſter's Aſſent at the laſt 
Conference, The Gentlemen agreed in their Atteſtation 
that theſe three Things were then tender'd, and no one 


more poſitive than that very Gentleman, who faith he 


himſelf rropoicd them, and particularly nam'd what the 
Tis | = EE „ 
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in their Anſwer, was ſo deliverec. 
When Mr. Peirce comes to ſpeak to the third Article, 
he inſiſts upon it, he had not been guilty of that of which 
we have accuſed him; whereas we are fully ſatisfied nei- 
ther of thoſe two Paſſages mention'd in this Article, 
were delivered by him to the Committee at this laft 
Conference. The Interlineation of 10 Lines; nothing 


h 
three Things were, and it was agreed by the Gentlemen 


beforehand to ofter all the Four, and accept of Satisfa- 
ction by their Aſlent to either of them; Nay, he himſelf 


owns, Def. p. 25. Once indeed J remember that one of 


the Gentlemen took notice that three Things were pro- 
© poſed to us at a former Conference, tho? he would have 
the World believe that this now alleg'd, isa meer Shift. 
Notwithſtanding what he ſaith to the ſecond Article, 
we are aſſured, that not a fixth Part of what he repre- 
ſents in the Caſe, as delivered before the Miniſters gave 


of it was ſpoken at the Conference as the Gentlemen 
do teſtify, and no man more poſitive, that theſe Words 


were not ſpoken there, than the very Gentleman. Mr. 


Peirce appeals to pag. 28. and yet even here he makes 
not much Doubt, but he ſpake theſe Words, and what 


Retractations can be hop'd for, from a Man ſo hardy in a 


Caſe, ſo fully and plainly againſt him? and here we 
can't but remark, that he muſt have forgot this when 
he faith, Def. pa. 22. © Tho' my Repreſentation was 
* moſt ſadly complain'd of at tirlt, yet now: it appears to 
© all the World to be in every Part of it juſt and true, and 
they who are the moſt concern'd, are not able to ſay 
any Thing ar all to diſprove it.“ wrt 
The other Paſlage of 8 Lines mention'd Account, pag. 
14. he is very poſitive he ſpake, and ready to confirm 
it with an Oath, that he ſpake them: But even here 
the Gentlemen are full as poſitive againſt him, and one 
of them particularly watch'd when he would make ſuch 
an Ofier, being reſolv'd to have accepted it, and was 
grieved that this offer was not cloſed with by the Com- 
mittee, at the former Conſerence; and in all Probability, 
it was his oflering to leave the City in that former Con- 
ference, made him fancy he offered it in this. As to the 
final Meſſage, Mr. Peirce in Caſe, pag. 4 infinuates, as 
if the Gentleman ſhould deliver it without the Appro- 
bation of the Committee ; not only the Ten Subſcribers, 


but 
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but another of the Committee owns, that the Com- 

mittee Aſſented to the Gentleman's giving that Anſwer, 
which ſufficiently authorized the Gentleman to deliver it. 

Nor can we ſee what Indecency there was in ſuch a 
Reply, or how it was inconſiſtent with their Declarati- 

on of parting amicably. | =p 

Fburthiy. We proceed to make ſome Remarks on ſe- 


veral obſervable Paſſages in Mr. Peirce's Defence. | | 
Mr. Peirce ſays, Def. P. 4. © The groſs Charge of 


© Injuſtice in Ejęcting us is not deny'd. eb: 
But it is deny'd Account P. 3. and P. 8. If thoſe 
Words are not a full and ſtrong Denial of the Charge of 
injuſtice, in Ejecting them, we know not what can be 
ſo, unleſs Mr. Peirce will make a Teſt for us to deny it by. 
He ſays, Def. P. 5. It was very material to my 
© Purpoſe, to take notice as I did, Cafe, P. 3. that there 


was no Attempt made to Charge us with denying the 


true and proper Divinity of the Son of God, even in 
© the Senſe of the Miniſters Article, ſo that we had not fair 
dealing in that Reſpect; the Anſwer makes no Reply to 
this, ſo it ought to be taken for Truth It would be 


"a hard Caſe, if every Charge of unfair Dealings ſhould 


be taken for Truth, which Mr. Peirce ſhall think fit 
to make, and others not think fit to make a direct and 
particular Reply to. ERS OS | 
The Reaſon why we gave no Anſwer to this, was not 
' becauſe we thought it a juſt Reflection, but becauſe we 
thought it impertinent : The Committee were no Court 
of Judicature upon their Miniſters, but private Men that 
had ſeveral Meetings with them before by themſelves, or 
ſeveral of their Body deputed from them, and having no 
Satisfaction, but more Cauſe of Uneaſineſs, were now 
reſolved to reduce the Bottom, upon which they would 
now determine their future Practice to this ſingle Point. 
Would their Miniſters own the Doctrine of the Trinity 
in Unity, or the Son of God, to be one God with the 


Father or not, in ſome approved Words, in which they 
might hope not to be deceived : And ſhall it be inferr'd, 


becauſe: they thought it prudent to come to a ſingle 

Point with their Miniſters, that therefore, they had no 

Evidence that either of them denied it, or by not an- 

ſwering to a Charge of unfair Dealing be ſuppoſed to 

confeſs that the Charge is juſt ; or ſuppoſe Mr. 3 
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had never deny'd it: If he is the Incourager and Sup- 
port of thoſe that do, if he tempts others to doubt, 
will not confeſs his own Faith, nor defend ours, we are 
at no loſs what our Duty is after two Years Patience, 
while there have been ſo many active Enemies to the 


Faith among us; and we do, and can ſpeak of the 


Haſte we made without Bluſhing, becauſe the Miniſters 
themſelves made it neceſſary — + 

In our Account pag. 3. We ſaid Mr. Peirce, confeſſes 
(Caſe p. 3.) this was the Cauſe of his and Mr. Hallet's 
being removed, becauſe they would not own the Son of 
God, to be one God with the Father; but Mr. Peirce 
inſinuates Def. p. 5. that this is an unfair Repreſen- 


tation of the Cauſe of their being remov'd, (that is, that 


this was not the true Caule) but it was becauſe 
they would not ſubmit to any unſcriptural Teſt : Now 
letany one conſider the Propoſals made to them at the 
laſt Conference, and then we leave them to judge, whe- 
ther their Aſſent to that Propoſition was not one of 
thoſe things that was deſired of them. He ſays, Def. 
p. 5, 6. So that I am removed for no other Reaſon than 
© this, that I believe Chriſt alone, has Authority to pre- 
© ſcribe me a Rule of Faith, and p. 33. when he comes 
to ſpeak to our Appeal to the whole World, whether 
we had not juſt Cauſe of Uneaſineſs, or whether it be 4 
Crime in us, that we can't be ſatisfied to fit under the 
Miniſtry of one, who will not own the Son of God to 


be one God with the Father, he adds, © He ſhould have 


© ſaid, if he would have ſpoken fairly, that owns every 
© thing the Scripture ſaith of the Son of God ; but will 
© bear to have the Words of none but Chriſt impos'd up- 
on him, as a Telt of his Faith 
We think his Reply in thoſe ſeveral places, is nothin 

but an artful Turn, and playing with Words on purpoſe 
to amuſe and deceive the People, and conceal a Faith 
he dare not own, and indeed a great Part of the Defence 
is nothing elſe ; for no one will believe that his Ejection 
reſis only on his not agreeing to a Teſt of unſcriptural 
Words, if he would have profeſs'd to believe the Thing, 
and the Citizens would have been ſatisfied with any other 


Declaration of his belief of the Supreme Deity of Chriſt 


and the Holy Ghoſt, as one God with the Father, ſo it 
had been but a plain and full Evidence of his Behef of 


the Doctrine. C Mr. 
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Mr. Peirce, in the Caſe p. 2. pleads, That when the 
ſeven Miniſters were called in, had an equal number 
been choſen on both Sides, ſome good might have been 

expected. In Anſwer to this, in our Account p. 10. we 
ask, how he can with any modeſty urge this, ſince he 
and Mr. Hallet, both knew that it had been propoſed ' 
to them in the Name of ſeveral of the Miniſters ; but 
neither Mr. Peirce nor Mr. Haller would ever give con- 
ſent to ſuch a Propoſal? In his Reply to this, he artfully 
endeavours to draw the People into a Belief, that this 
was propoſed after the ſeven Miniſters were call'd in, for 
the Citizens to adviſe with ; whereas theſe Conferences 
were propoſed ſeveral Months before the ſeven Miniſters 
were applied to, and when theſe Conferences were pro- 
poſed with great Modeſty and Charity as became Chri- 
ſtians, with a View to maintain Love and Unity, Mr. 
Peirce refuſed them, and now gives it this turn, It Was 
© to convince us, not to be convinced by us, and ſuch a 
© Conference I truly ſcorn'd; beſides, I thought I already 
© perceived their ſtrength, and did not like to ſpend my 
j _ in what I apprehended would be an uſeleſs wrang- 
ling. | 

Words of wonderful Humility and Charity, and how 
inconſiſtent is Mr. Peirce in this Matter with himſelf ? 
who in Caſe p. 2. declares ſome good might have 
been expected from ſuch a Conference, and yet ſays in his 
Def. p. 13. Such a Conference I truly ſcorn, and was 
< what 1 apprehended would be an uſeleſs wrangling. 

Mr. Peirce, Def. pag. 11. ſays, Suppoſe he think a vio- 
lent Oppoſition will ſpread the Error, as it has now 
been tried and found true, c. We think whatever 
the Conſequences of it had been, it was our Duty to 
contend earneſtly for the Faith, nor hath our contending 
contributed any Thing to the ſpreading of their Er- 

ror as he ſuggeſts ; but fo far from that, that we hope it 

daily loſes Ground, notwithſtanding all the Attempts 
made to propagate it, neither hath this Error ſpread any 
where in thoſe Parts to any Degree, but where it hath 

had Miniſters (or Candidates for the Miniſtry) to en- 
courage it. . | | | 

He inſinuates, Def. pag. 11. As if he had actually 
gratified the Deſire of the People, and endeavour'd with 
all the Plainneſs and Evidence he could to clear the Truth, 


(this 
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(this mult be ſuppoſed to be the Truth now in Debate) 
whereas he never once ſince theſe Diſputes aroſe, ever 
aſſerted Chriſt to be the Supreme God, or attempted the 
Proof of it, or ever offered the leaſt Proof of the Deity of 
the Holy Ghoſt; and yet becauſe on his ſaying ſome- 
what of the Matter in Debate, he is blam'd for doing 
it no better, (Def. pag. 11.) he is diſcouraged from 
farther Attempts. | | ” 

Mr. Peirce in Def. pag. 12, and in almoſt all his Papers, 
endeavours to prejudice People againſt the plaineſt Duties, 
by putting them into diſgraceſul Words, and Phraſes, 
Teſts, Impoſitions, Inquiſitions, and then makes grie- 
vous Outcries againſt them, as if the plain Duties of 
Religion were Terrible Sins; for notwithſtanding 
what he ſays of a Penſion from the Inquiſition in Spair 
and Portugal, we think it a Duty that we give an Ac- 
count of the Hope that is in us,- not only to heathen 
Perſecutors, but to Chriſtian Brethren, when reſpectfully 
deſired ; and it is evidently necellary to ſerve a great 
and valuable End, as was the Caſe here to ſave a City 
from the utmoſt Confuſion : And when is it moſt ne- 
ceſlary that Faith ſhould be openly confeſs'd, but when 
tis openly deny'd ? And when thould it be moſt vigor- 
ouſly defended, but when tis moſt vigorouſly attack'd; 
and who are more bound to this then Miniſters? and 
when are they more bound to it, than when many of 
the People depart from it, and all the Reſt deſire Sa- 
tisfaction 2. The Art of ſophiſtical Wit and artificial 
Words may caſt a Cloud on any Thing, but theſe Things 
ſeem to us very plain. 

Mr. Peirce, Def. pag. 12. charges the Account with 
Fal hood in Miſrepreſenting his Words. The Citizens 
were aware of the Miſtake before the firſt Impreſſion 
was wrought off, and had it altered in the Preſs in all 
the three Places he complains of, and this was the next 
Day after they were firſt publiſh'd, and where any Books. 
{eller had had any Quantity, thoſe that were unſold 
were corrected with a len, and the Copy that was ſent 
to Mr. Clark the Bookſeller the ſame Day for him to 
Print the London Edition by, was ſo corrected, as he 
can teſtify, and he had poſitive Orders with it, to Print 
it as it was ſo corrected, 
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He fays, Every Man muſt judge for himſelf, and not 
this Author for every Man, when great and neceſlary 
Reaſons call for this open Confeſſion. By the ſame 
Rule the People muſt and will judge for themſelves, 
- when they ought to withdraw from Miniſters, and con- 
ſalt the Quiet of their own Minds, and the Purity of 
their, Worſhip and Communion, and ſave themſelves 
and one another, as well as they can, from ſuch Miniſters 
as would overthrow the Faith and Peace of their 
Churches. 5 | 1 | 
Mr. Peirce, Def. pag. 14, to make the Deſign of 
offer'd Conferences ſeem unfreindly, catches at theſe 
Words, That every one ſhould Subſcribe to keep all that 
aſs'd ſecret: for a Tame, and tells the World when that 
Time was over, the Gentlemen might uſe their Diſcretion, 
&c. But does not Mr. Peirce know that by for a Time 
was meant ſuch a Time as ſhould be agreed upon by 
both Parties? Mr. Peirce doth know that this was ex- 
plain'd to be the Deſign of the Propoſal, and what dan- 
ger could they ſuppoſe when themſelves were to chooſe 
the Limitations?" | 
Def. pay 16. he ſays, © As I always in propoſing the 
© Creed leave out the Article of the Deſcent of Chriſt 
© into Hell, becauſe I don't: believe many underſland it 
© in the Senſe in which tis true, ſo I have declar'd, 
© that if any one ſticks at any other Article, I will 
either put it into Scripture Words or leave it quite out.” 
This is ofter'd to let us fee how confifient he is with 
himſelf. in uſing the Creed tho? nor 'Scripture Words, 
it's very Aſtoniſhing to us, if we don't miſtake him, that 
this ſhall be at the Choice of him that flicks at any Ar- 
ticle, to have: it put in Scripture. Words, or to have it 
quite left out; but this we think to:be this meaning be- 
cauſe of that Declaration of his; that we muſt lay Com- 
munion not upon Faith but upon Converſation, we 
make no doubt what Mr. Peirce would do, if any one 
ſtuck at that Article, I believe in the Hu Gheſi, but 
ſuppoſe the Article ſtuck at be, the very Being of God, 
which is the firſt, if he will conſent to leave out any, 
he muſt. conſent to leave out that, if it be ſtuck at, and 
ſuch an Indefinite any to be left out is equivalent to all, 
for if we may diſpenſe with each, why ſhould any be 
accounted neceſlary 2 :: pn te 
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Mr. Peirce ſays, (Def. pag. 21.) nor did we attempt to 
alter their Faith or manner of Worſhip. This is down- 
right falſe; for before theſe Notions ſpread, he never 
forbad the Singing thoſe Doxologies, which aſcribe an 
equal our to Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, which 
was the /manner of Worſhip, we were always accu- 
ſtom'd to; and that he did thus attempt to alter our 
manner orſhip, he owns, Def. pag. 9. tho” here 
he denies it; thoſe Doxologies in Prayer and Singing 
were part of our Worſhip: To reſolve the Unity of the 
Godhead into God the Father, to teach the Subordina- 
tion of the Son, to deny to give. Glory to the Holy 
Ghoſt, are Matters that highly concern both our Faith 
and Worſhip,. for by it the Object of our Worſhip, is 
alter d which is the greatelt Alteration they could make. 
| Nay, farther he hath not only alter'd our manner of 
Worſhip but his own, for after he came hither he did 
in Prayer aſcribe Glory to the Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt, which of late Years he hath not done. | 

Mr. Peirce ſays, Def. pag. 22, that the Referring it to 
the People to vote for, or againſt our Ejectment, is not 
a Putting the Trinity or Deity of Chriſt to the Vote, 
Cc. But we ſay to put our Faith to the Vote, or to 

ut it to the Vote, whether we ſhould ſtand: by thoſe 

iniſters as Guides of our Faith, that would not pro- 
feſs their own Faith or defend ours, but do ſo evidently 
betray it, and undermine it, is to us in effect the ſame 
Thing; for how could we be eaſie when a conſiderable 
Body had for Years together been conniv'd at by our 
Miniſters, in their Endeavours to overthrow our Faith 
and Peace, and thole Miniſters give us no evidence that 
they are not at the Bottom of the Deſign, but full Rea- 
ſon to belieye they are ? We did, and we do think that 
the Fate of Religion in any Place depends very much up- 
on this, whether ſuch Miniſters be rejected or encouraged. 
Def. pag. 24, He bleſſes God © there are a great ma- 
© ny Diſſenters, and eſpecially in London, who underſtand 
© the Foundation of their Cauſe, and have ſnewed them- 

© ſelves Zealous for Liberty.” 

We deſire to bleſs God, that notwithſtanding the 
5 that is taken here in the Country (from ſo many 
Miniſters, not Subſcribing to the Doctrine of the Tri- 
nity as was propoſed) to draw People to a Disbelief of 
28 . EIS 6 the 
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the Deity of Chriſt and the Holy Ghoſt; yet we have 
ſuch Satisfaction that many of thoſe Miniſters are ſound 
in their Doctrine, however they were prevail'd with to 
fall in with ſuch meaſures, as have given the greateſt Ad- 
vantage to the Enemies of the Deity of our Bleſſed 
Lord, that ever they could deſire. 

And whereas he ſais, They have for ever ſtopt 
© the Mouths of all Advocates for them; we truſt we 
ſhall never want the Aſfiſtance of Mr. Emlyn, or Mr. 
Peirce, to defend the Cauſe of moderate Nonconformity. 

He ſays, Def. pag. 29, That the Account in effect 
© owns the main of his Charge, and that the Way 
© taken was not Regular.“ This is not true for the 
Account, pag. 13. diſowns the Main of his Charge, and 
inſiſts, that the Way taken was regular in a Caſe ſo ex- 
traordinary ; alleging that they thought the Doctrine of 
the Trinity, and Deity of Chriſt, were Matters too great 
to be put to the Vote : For what honeſt Man could be 
content to be determin'd by a Vote in a Matter of ſa- 
ving Faith, or to have the Fate of his Soul determin'd 
by a Majority ? Indeed we do acknowledge the Courſe 
Mr. Peirce inſiſts upon would have been regular, in a 
'Cauſe they could have referr'd to the Determination of 
a Vote, where Conſcience could be ſatisfied, however it 
ſhould be decided ; and this is all that we mean by an 
ordinary Caſe in our Account, p. 13. 

Def. pag. 31. Mr. Peirce ſhows himſelf exceeding 
loath, that himſelf and followers ſhould be call'd Arians. 
If he is no Arian, why does he not diſclaim, that Chriſt 
is but a voluntary Production, or is but a Creature ? 
Two lines would do it; and tho' they will not own 
that Chriſt is a Creature, yet if this were not their O- 
pinion, why ſhould they not deny it? But inſtead of 
this he in the ſame Page inquires, and how does he 
know, we ſay, Chrilt is a voluntary Production, Dr. 
Clark does not venture to ſay ſo? But we think Dr. 
Clark does venture to ſay, and is very plain, for the 17th 
Propoſition in the ſecond Edition is now made to be this, 
The Son (according to the Reaſoning of the Primi- 
tive Fathers,) derives his Being from the Father, what- 
ever the Manner of that Derivation be, not by meer 
Neceſſity of Nature, which would in reality be ſelf- 
exiſtence, not Filiation, but by an A& of the Father's 
incomprehenſible Power and Will.” This 
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This is plain and full, and if Mr. Peirce be not in the 
Dr.'s Scheme, we ſhall be glad to know, if he will own 
that the ſel-exiſtent Godhead does belong to Father and 
Son ; for according to the Dr. he that denies the Son to 
be a voluntary Production, muſt own this, and is not 
the Contrary as true, That He that denies this, muſt own 
the other? And then how will Mr. Peirce or any of his 
Followers come off? 2 | 

He ſays, Def. pag. 33. © I wiſh he would write as 
© honeſtly as I do, he would not then ſay, that their 
© plain and evident Duty to ſo great Truths as the Doc- 
© trine of the Trinity, and true Deity of Chriſt, com- 
© pell'd them to do what they have done, Oc. 

Ho honeſtly he has writ on this Affair, and the Juſt- 
neſs of our Proceedings, appears to every one that hath 
read our Account, and ſhall read this Dejence of it, and 
we appeal to Mr. Peirce's own Conſcience, whether he 
does not believe that it was a Senſe of our Duty engag'd 
us to do what we have done. Our perſonal Reſpect to 
him was as great as ever any Peoples was to a Paſtor, 
and ſo far, what Mr. Halle: ſuggeſts we know wasTruth, 
that we thought we could never do to much for him ; 
but when we were reduc'd to this Neceflity, either to 
quit the Miniſtry of Mr. Peirce, or to deſert a Truth 
which we thought it was our Duty to adhere to (as we 
declar'd in our Account, pag. 9. tho' for the Sake of it 
we forſake Father and Mother and all the World) we 
could not be long in determining which to do, and there- 
fore reſolv'd on the former. 

Mr. Peirce hath at ſeveral Times declar'd, as tho' he 
doth not know the Reaſon why he is diſmiſt. We can't 
but think his Conſcience muſt have ſmote him for ſuch 
Declaration, when he knows, it's not for his not comply- 
ing with unſcriptural Teſts but for his not defending our 
Faith, and not giving us Satisfaction of the Soundneſs 
of his own Faith ; but on the contrary giving us all the 
Reaſons mention'd in our Account, and this Defence of it, 
to believe him in thoſe dangerous Errors ſo many of his 
People were running into; and here we deſire the fol- 
lowing Particulars may be conſidered. 

Firſt, Becauſe he forbears in any of his publick Pray- 
ers to give Glory to the Holy Ghoſk at all, which he 
would do, did he believe his Deity, 

Secondly, 
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Secondly, Notwithſtanding his boaſting how much he is 
for Liberty, yet he would not admit the People that Li- 
berty in {inging to give Glory to the Father, Son and 
Holy Ghoſt, though they inſiſted on doing it, as what 
they thought was their bounden Duty. | 

* Thirdly, Several Perſons who from their perſonal Reſ- 
pets to Mr. Peirce, adhered to him, when the main 
Body of the Citizens withdrew, have ſince left Eis Mini- 
ſtry, becauſe they can't have Satisfaction from him, as to 
his Belief of the Deity of Chriſt, and of the Holy 
Ghoſt. Here Mr. Peirce can have no Pretence of their 
bringing him a Teſt, for there is not the leaſt doubt but 
they would have accepted of a Declaration of his Belief 
of this Truth in any Words of his own, that did but fully 
expreſs it; and becauſe he would not do it, and for this 
Reaſon only, have they left him ; and herein have they 
ſhown but a juſt Regard to the Honour of Chriſt and 
the Holy Ghoſt. 

Fourthly, He made a Demand at the Meeting of the 
Committee, in November laft, of one Place of Scripture 
where the Holy Ghoſt was call'd God. | 

Fifthly, In the hearing of two Perſon when he was 
charg'd with this, That he did not believe the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt to be one God, he declar'd he did not ; 
when ſome Perſons were blaming Mr. Sregdon, for having 
drawn a Woman into theſe Notions, the Woman reply'd, 
© It was not Mr. Stogdon, but Mr. Peirce that gave me Sa- 
© tisfaction in them. 

We hope the World, on the Peruſal of our Account, to- 
gether with this Defence of it, will be ſatisfied that we 
had not only juſt Cauſe of Uneaſineſs, but have taken 
juſt Meaſures to make ourſelves eaſie. And we now de- 
fire our fellow Chriſtians who with us profeſs to believe 
the Father, Son, and Spirit to be be the one God, to 
conſider, how they can with a good Conſcience join with 
thoſe, who withhold from the Son and Holy Ghoſt that 
Glory and Honour that they think is their Due, or how 
they can expect the Light, and Grace, and Comfort of the 
Holy Spirit, while they join with thoſe that rob him 
of his Deity. 
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